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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dore (US 6,876,646) in view of Bedingfield (US 6,724,863). 

Regarding claim 1, Dore describes a telecommunications call control method for 
providing control of a terminal (B) (fig. 1, terminal 40), the terminal (B) being coupled to 
a telecommunications network (fig. 1, telecom system 10), the method comprising the 
steps of: 

bi-directionally communicating call associated signaling messages to the terminal 
via a first network element (MGC) (fig. 1 & 4, bidirectional call setup flow to/from MGC 
14 (first network element), comprising signaling data associated with call setup, col. 3, 
lines 61-62). 

Dore further describes bi-directionally translating/communicating other signaling 
messages to the terminal via a second network element (STP) (fig. 1 , STP 50 & col. 3, 
lines 66 to col. 4, lines 4, other signaling data), but fails to explicitly describe: non-call 
associated signaling messages. 

Bedingfield describes a message routing method, comprising: communicating 
non-call associated signaling messages to the terminal via a second network element 
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(STP) (abstract & col. 4, lines 26-38, the MWI (non-call associated) message is 
translated/communicated to the phone terminal via the signal transfer point 208 (second 
network element)). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to specify that the STP of Dore to be an STP which 
communicates non-call associated messages to the terminal as in Bedingfield. 

The motivation for combining the teachings is that it allows the STM to sort out 
shared telephone numbers that belong to a foreign network (Bedingfield, col. 4, lines 
35-38). 

Regarding claim 2, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the step of communicating the call associated signaling messages via a media 

gateway controller (MGC) (Dore, fig. 1 & col. 6, lines 30-32, call associated message via 

MGC 14). 

Regarding claim 3, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the step of communicating the non-call associated signaling messages via a 

signaling transfer point (STP) (Bedingfield, abstract, MWI (non-call associated) 

messages via STP 208). 

Regarding claim 4, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the step of communicating the non-call associated signaling messages via a 

mediation function (MF) implemented in said signaling transfer point (STP) (col. 5, lines 

41-49, STP 208 comprises the translation (mediation) function in communicating the 

MWI (non-call associated) message). 
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Regarding claim 6, Dore describes a telecommunications network for providing 
control of a terminal (B) (fig. 1 , terminal 40), the terminal (B) being coupled to a 
telecommunications network (fig. 1), the method comprising the steps of: 

first network element (MGC) for bi-directionally communicating call associated 
signaling messages to the terminal (fig. 1 & 4, bidirectional call setup flow to/from MGC 
14 (first network element), comprising signaling data associated with call setup, col. 3, 
lines 61-62). 

Dore further describes a second network element (STP) for bi-directionally 
translating/communicating other signaling messages to the terminal (col. 3, lines 66 to 
col. 4, lines 4), but fails to explicitly describe: non-call associated signaling messages. 

Bedingfield describes a message routing method, comprising: communicating 
non-call associated signaling messages to the terminal via a second network element 
(STP) (abstract & col. 4, lines 26-38, the MWI (non-call associated) message is 
translated/communicated to the phone terminal via the signal transfer point 208 (second 
network element)). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to specify that the STP of Dore to be an STP which 
communicates non-call associated messages to the terminal as in Bedingfield. 

The motivation for combining the teachings is that it allows the STM to sort out 
shared telephone numbers that belong to a foreign network (Bedingfield, col. 4, lines 
35-38). 

Regarding claim 7, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 
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the step of communicating the call associated signaling messages via a media 
gateway controller (MGC) (Dore, fig. 1 & col. 6, lines 30-32, call associated message via 
MGC 14). 

Regarding claim 8, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the step of communicating the non-call associated signaling messages via a 

signaling transfer point (STP) (Bedingfield, abstract, MWI (non-call associated) 

messages via STP 208). 

Regarding claim 10, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the telecommunications network includes a circuit switched network section and 

a packet switched network section (P) (Dore, col. 3, lines 24-34, telecom network 10 

comprises circuit-switched networks 32,34 and packet-based network 12). 
Regarding claim 12, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 
the packet switched network section (P) operates in accordance with Session 

Initiation Protocol SIP (col. 5, lines 4-6, packet-based network 12 supporting SIP 

protocol). 

2. Claim 5, 9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dore in view of Bedingfield as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of 
Yoakum (US 2002/0075881). 

Regarding claim 5, Dore and Bedingfield combined fail to describe: 
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the step of communicating the non-call associated signaling messages via a non- 
call associated signaling gateway (N-CAS-SIP GW) arranged in a communication path 
(S6, S5, P3) between the signaling transfer point (STP/SRP) and the terminal (B). 

Yoakum describes: 

the step of communicating the non-call associated signaling messages via a non- 
call associated signaling gateway (N-CAS-SIP GW) arranged in a communication path 
(S6, S5, P3) between the signaling transfer point (STP/SRP) and the terminal (B) (fig. 1 , 
signaling gateway 28 for SIP server 26 is between STP 24 & terminal 30, used for 
providing other features such as automated callback (= CCBS) (non-call associated 
signaling messages), para. 25-26). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to incorporate a signaling gateway between STP & terminal as in 
Yoakum for the combined telecommunication network of Dore & Bedingfield. 

The motivation for combining the teachings is that it allows other features such 
as automated callback to be established in telephony communications (Yoakum, para. 
25). 

Regarding claim 9, Dore and Bedingfield combined fail to describe: 
a non-call associated signaling gateway (N-CAS-SIP GW) coupled to a signaling 
transfer point (STP). 

Yoakum describes: 
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a non-call associated signaling gateway (N-CAS-SIP GW) coupled to a signaling 
transfer point (STP) (fig. 1 , signaling gateway 28 for SIP server 26 is coupled to a STP 

24) . 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to incorporate a signaling gateway coupling to a STP as in 
Yoakum for the combined telecommunication network of Dore & Bedingfield. 

The motivation for combining the teachings is that it allows other features such 
as automated callback to be established in telephony communications (Yoakum, para. 

25) . 

Regarding claim 11, Dore and Bedingfield combined further describe: 

the first and second network elements are coupled to both the circuit switched 
and the packet switched network sections (Dore, fig. 1 , MGC 14 & STP 50 (first & 
second network elements) are connected/coupled to both the circuit-switched networks 
32,34 and packet-based network 12 sections). 

Dore and Bedingfield combined fail to explicitly describe: the terminal (B) is an 
element of the packet switched network section (P). 

Yoakum describes: the terminal (B) is an element of the packet switched 
network section (P) (fig. 1 , IP terminal 30 is an element of packet-switched network 14). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention by applicant to specify that the terminal is an element of the packet switched 
network section as in Yoakum for terminal in the combined telecommunication network 
of Dore & Bedingfield. 
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The motivation for combining the teachings is that it allows other features such 
as automated callback (= CCBS) to be established in telephony communications 
(Yoakum, para. 25). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Elliott (US 6,61 4,781 ) describing voice over a data 
telecommunication network, Prasad (US 7,054,328) describing a STP with IP capability, 
Clemm (US 7,126,941 ) describing a packet voice network management, Hinch (US 
7,366,198) describing system for packet and circuit telephony, and Doskow (US 
7,184,538) describing mediation of common channel signaling messages. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WARNER WONG whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8197. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30AM - 3:00PM, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kwang Yao can be reached on 571-272-3182. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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